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THE THIRD OFFICE ACTION 

^ The Examiner has received the observations delivered by the applicant on 22 February 2008 . on the 

basis of which the Examiner has continued to proceed with the examination as to substance on the 

above application for patent for invention. 
Q Based on the Decision on Reexamination made by the Reexamination Board of the Patent Office on 

. the Examiner has continued to proceed with the examination as to substance on the above 

application for patent for invention. 

I I The amended documents submitted on by the Applicant do not conform with Item 3, Rule 51 

of the Implementing Regulations, and can not be accepted; the applicant shall submit the amended 
documents that are in accord with the requirement(s) within one month from the receipt of this Notice, or 
it will be deemed that the Notice has not been responded to, and the application will be deemed to have 
been withdrawn. 

The continued examination is directed at the following application documents: 
[U The amended application documents attached to the above observations. 

^ The application documents as pointed out by the last Office Action and the replacement sheets of the 

amended application documents attached in the above observations. 
I I The application documents as pointed out by the last Notice on Office Action. 
I I The application documents as certained by the above Decision on Reexamination. 
^ This Notice has not cited any new comparison documents. 

I I This Notice has cited the following comparison material (The respective serial number(s) shall be 
used in the examination procedure(s) hereafter): 



No. 



Number/Title of Literature 



Date of Publication (or the filing date of the 
conflicting Application) 



The conclusive opinions drawn from the examination: 
I I As regards the Specification: 

Q The contents of the application fall under the scope stipulated by Article 5 of the Patent Law for 

which no patent right should be granted, 
n The specification does not conform with the provision of Item 3, Article 26 of the Patent Law. 
O The amendment of the specification does not conform with the provision of Article 33 of the 
Patent Law. 
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en The drafting of the specification does not conform with the provision of Rule 18 of the 
Implementing Regulations. 

□ 

^ As regards the Claims: 
Q Claim does not possess the novelty as stipulated in Item 2, Article 22 of the Patent Law. 

0 Claim does not possess the inventiveness as stipulated in Item 3, Article 22 of the Patent 

Law. 

1 I Claim does not possess the practical applicability as stipulated in Item 4, Article 22 of the 

Patent Law. 

I I Claim falls under the scope of Article 25 of the Patent Law where no patent right is to be 

granted. 

^ Claim 1.13.16 does not conform with the provision of Item 4, Article 26 of the Patent Law. 

EH Claim does not conform with the provision of Item I, Article 3 1 of the Patent Law. 

^ The amendment of the Claim 1.8.14 does not conform with the provision of Article 33 of the 
Patent Law. 

0 Claim does not conform with the definition on invention as stipulated in Item 1, Article 2 of 

the Implementing Regulations. 

CH Claim does not conform with the provision of Item 1, Rule 13 of the Implementing 

Regulations. 

^ Claim 3.9-12 does not conform with the provisions of Rule 20 of the Implementing Regulations. 

1 I Claim does not conform with the provisions of Rule 21 of the Implementing Regulations. 

I I Claim does not conform with the provisions of Rule 22 of the Implementing Regulations. 

I I Claim does not conform with the provisions of Rule 23 of the Implementing Regulations. 

□ 

Refer to the text of this Notice for the specific analyses of the conclusive opinion. 

6. Based on the above conclusive opinion, the Examiner deems that: 

n The applicant shall amend the application documents in accordance with the requirements raised in 
the text of the Notice. 

^ The applicant shall discuss in his observations reasons why this application for patent can be granted 
a patent right, and amend the portions indicated in the text of the Notice which have been deemed as 
not conforming with the provisions. Otherwise said application will be rejected. 

r~l There is no substantive contents in the application for patent which can be granted a patent right. If 
the applicant does not have sufficient reasons to enable it to be granted a patent right, said application 
will be rejected. 

7. The applicant is asked to note the following items : 

(1) According to the provision of Article 37 of the Patent Law, the applicant shall submit his 

observations within two months from the receipt of this Notice. Where, without justified reasons, 

the applicant does not respond at the expiration of said date, the application shall be deemed to have 

been withdrawn 

21303 2 
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(2) The amendments of the appHcation shall be made in conformity with the provisions of Article 33 of 
the Patent Law and Rule 51 of the Implementing Regulations 

(3) The Observations and/or amended documents of the applicant's shall be mailed or delivered to the 
Department of Receipt of the Patent Office. These documents shall have no legal effects if they are 
not mailed or delivered to the Department of Receipt 

(4) Without first making an appointment, the applicant and/or his agent can not go to the Patent Office 
to have an interview with the Examiner 

8. The text of this Notice totals 3 page(s), including the following attachments: 

□ duplicate copy(ies) of cited comparison document(s), altogether copy(ies) pages. 
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TEXT OF THE THIRD OFFICE ACTION 

Upon examination, the Office Action is set fortii as follows: 

1 . {This formality defect will be handled by us and omitted.) 

2. The newly amended claim 14 includes the following expressions 
"wherein said first identifier is a unique set of bits associated with the element" 
and "said second identifier indicating that said element maps to the search 
group". These expressions are not directly written in the initial Specification and 
Claims, and cannot be derived therefrom in a direct and undoubted manner. 
Thus, this amendment does not comply with the provision of Article 33 of the 
Patent Law. 

3. {This formality defect will be handled by us and omitted.) 

4. Claim 1 includes the concept of "search group". However, according to 
the embodiments of the present application, a "search group" may only be 
implemented as follows: "reserving a predetermined number of lines for pinned 
data and organizing them into a pool of lines for pinned data and distributing 
the remaining lines in the cache into N dynamic data structures of 
approximately the same size to represent the N sets of the cache" (as presently 
defined in claim 8). The N sets of the cache constitute a search group. 

The person skilled in the art cannot prospect that a "search group" that is 
implemented in some other manner is also applicable for the present 
application. Thus, the pending claim 1 is not well supported by the Specification, 
not complying with the provision of Item 4, Article 26 of the Patent Law. 

The same defects exists in claim 13. 



Application Number: 200480022223.2 



Page 2 of 2 



5. Claim 3 does not explain the derivation of "pool of free lines". The 
applicant is requested to confirm whether the "pool of free lines" is indicating a 
set of "free pinned line". If so, the applicant may amend the "pool of free lines" 
in claim 3 to be "unallocated lines", so as to conform to the description in claim 

1. 

6. Claim 9 does not explain the derivation of "pool of unallocated lines". 
The applicant is requested to confirm whether the "pool of unallocated lines" is 
indicating a set of "free pinned line". If so, the applicant may amend the "pool of 
unallocated lines" to be "pool for pinned data", so as to conform to the 
description in claim 8. 

The same defect exits in claim 11 . 

7. Claim 10 does not explain the meaning of "metadata". The "metadata" 
has different meaning in different application situations. 

The applicant may make further definition for "metadata" according to 
paragraph 06 of the Specification. 

8. Claim 12 is seeking protection for a system including a processor. A 
processor, as a kind of apparatus, shall be defined in terms of structural 

features. The pending claim 12, however, only defines the processor in terms of 
process steps. Thus, the drafting of claim 12 is unclear, not complying with the 
provision of Item 1 , Rule 20 of the Implementing Regulations of the Patent Law. 



